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Several weeks ago one of the Presi-

dent’s chief economic advisors was
asked if she had a family budget that
her family lived by, and she responded
‘‘no.’’ I think that this is part of the
problem.

My family lives by a budget, and we
plan for our future. Indeed when I was
elected to this office, we had to budget
for the cost of maintaining two house-
holds and we had to reduce our spend-
ing accordingly to compensate for
those increased expenses that we were
going to encounter.

We need to instill some of those basic
fundamental rules that families govern
their finances by. We need to instill
into this body, the Government of the
United States.

I believe this balanced budget amend-
ment will become an issue in the next
election of 1996, and I believe that we
will see more Members elected both to
this body and the one on the other side,
more Members elected who will sup-
port the balanced budget amendment,
and the will of the people of the United
States will not be thwarted and that
we will have a balanced budget amend-
ment to the Constitution.

f

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE BASE
REALIGNMENT CLOSURE COM-
MISSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OXLEY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. BROWDER] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BROWDER. Mr. Speaker, I am
convinced that Secretary of Defense
William Perry’s recommendation to
the Base Realignment and Closure
[BRAC] Commission to close Fort
McClellan, AL, is a mistake with sig-
nificant and dangerous ramifications.

With this recommendation, the Pen-
tagon Jeopardizes the American sol-
dier’s ability to survive chemical war-
fare, breaks faith with hundreds of
thousands of Alabamians at risk from
their neighboring stockpile of aging
chemical weapons, and seriously under-
mines the Chemical Weapons Conven-
tion and Bilateral Destruction Agree-
ment.

Let me be specific about what’s
wrong with the proposed closure of
Fort McClellan:

First, it contradicts two earlier di-
rectives of the Base Realignment and
Closure Commission refusing closure
efforts of 1991 and 1993. The BRAC Com-
mission has ruled twice—and the Presi-
dent and Congress concurred—that the
chemical defense mission performed at
Fort McClellan is vital to our national
defense and that the Army’s rec-
ommendation violates the criteria of
military value established by law. The
1993 Commission reprimanded the Pen-
tagon for attempting a second clo-
sure—following the unsuccessful initia-
tive of 1991—and warned:

. . . if the Secretary of Defense wants to
move the Chemical Defense School and
Chemical Decontamination Training Facil-

ity in the future, the Army should pursue all
of the required permits and certification for
the new site prior to the 1995 Base Closure
process.

The Pentagon has not acquired any
of the required permits and certifi-
cation; its only justification for the
proposal is its assumption that the req-
uisite permits can be granted to allow
operation of the Chemical Defense
Training Facility elsewhere.

Second, it would shut down the only
facility in the free world where live
agent chemical weapons defense train-
ing can be conducted for America and
its allies. All United States services, 27
allied foreign nations, and the inter-
national CWC Preparatory Commission
train at this facility. National and
international experts have testified
that relocation of the Chemical School
and live agent facility would seriously
disrupt our chemical defense program
for a decade; even more importantly,
they maintain, it is highly unlikely
that such a move can be accomplished
under today’s environmental restric-
tions.

Third, it would destroy a chemical
defense capability which is considered
vital to the success of the Chemical
Weapons Convention, whose article 10
guarantees chemical defense assistance
to threatened signatory countries.

Fourth, it would dismantle a working
chemical weapons program considered
critical to the training of international
inspectors for carrying out the require-
ments of the Chemical Weapons Con-
vention.

Fifth, it would abrogate a written
commitment of extensive Fort McClel-
lan resources—medical, technical, and
security personnel and facilities—to
help protect the hundred thousand at-
risk civilians in case of a chemical ac-
cident/incident during the storage and
planned demilitarization of the across-
town Anniston Army Depot chemical
weapons stockpile—as required by the
Bilateral Destruction Agreement and
Chemical Weapons Convention. This
commitment was made in the 1990 de-
militarization permit request filed by
the U.S. Army with the Alabama De-
partment of Environmental Manage-
ment [ADEM], which has authority
over the demilitarization process. This
commitment has been incorporated
into numerous emergency response
plans and agreements among Fort
McClellan, Anniston Army Depot, and
the surrounding community. It has
been operationalized in chemical
stockpile emergency preparedness
drills throughout the local area under
the direction of the Army and Federal
Emergency Management Agency. Fi-
nally, it was reconfirmed to me in a
meeting with and letter from Deputy
Secretary of Defense John Deutch 6
months ago. ADEM has assured me
that the loss of these resources—
through closure of Fort McClellan—
will virtually prohibit issuance of the
permit.

I am shocked and disappointed that
the Secretary of Defense who has broad
responsibilities for the national and

international security of our country,
has yielded to the bean-counters and
numbers-crunchers in the bowels of the
Pentagon.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DREIER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. DREIER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina [Mrs.
CLAYTON] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. CLAYTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

ADMIT TURKEY TO THE
EUROPEAN UNION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITFIELD]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 2
years ago, prior to being elected to the
U.S. Congress, my wife and I visited in
the home of Tansu Ciller, now the
prime minister of Turkey. Turkey has
been a strategic ally of the United
States for many years, particularly in
our efforts to contain Soviet com-
munism, and of course Turkey was an
indispensable ally to the United States
during the Persian Gulf war.

Today the country of Turkey is at a
crossroads. A Kurdish insurrection is
raging in the southeast. An Islamic
fundamentalist movement is spreading
throughout Istanbul and Ankara.

In the Islamic world there are two
models of government; one is the
Khomeni model in Iran, and the other
is Turkey, the only country among 52
Moslem countries that is secular and
democratic.

Turkey’s most immediate problem is
economic. In 1993, the Turkish lira
began to engage in a sharp fall. Since
then, investment has slowed down and
inflation has reached an annual rate of
150 percent.

To help solve these economic prob-
lems, it is essential for Turkey’s long-
term stability that it be admitted to
the European Union. The Clinton ad-
ministration has acknowledged that
they have not paid enough attention to
this issue, and they are stepping up
their activities.

Today, southern Europe is one of the
most volatile areas in the world, and it
is time for the U.S. Government to step
up diplomatic activities to assure ad-
mittance of our longtime ally, Turkey,
into the European Union.

If Turkey is not admitted, it will add
fuel to the popular conviction that the
West is rejecting Turkey out of reli-
gious bias.

Turkey and its people should be
granted membership in the European
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Union. I think it is important for that
area of the world that they be admit-
ted. It will help them economically,
and they have been a longtime valuable
ally of America. I hope that the Presi-
dent will follow through on his efforts
to step up his diplomatic activities in
that regard.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. OWENS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. OWENS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr.
SCARBOROUGH] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker,
yesterday the Senate failed to do what
American middle-class citizens and
State legislators have had to do for
some time, and that is, step up to the
plate and finally have to balance their
checkbooks, to take in only as much,
and spend only as much, as they take
in.

Unfortunately, they failed to grasp
this very simple concept. It has been a
quarter of a century since we balanced
our Federal budgets, and yet the lib-
eral Democrats again were afraid to re-
strict themselves, to live by this very
simple, very American concept.

Now, earlier today we heard Demo-
crats talking about wanting a family-
friendly Congress and worrying about
their children, and that is great. I have
got children. I worry about my chil-
dren, too.

But where were they when we were
voting on the most important amend-
ment that would have as big an impact
on our children’s future as anything?
Well, I will tell you where some of
them were a year ago. They were sup-
porting this amendment when they
knew that it did not have a chance of
passing.

We had Senator TOM DASCHLE, who is
now beating his chest in self-righteous
indignation that anyone would dare
pass a balanced budget amendment be-
cause locusts would descend from the
heavens and senior citizens would die
in their homes. This was the worst
thing TOM DASCHLE said, and he was
proud to stand up for it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OXLEY). The gentleman is admonished
to not mention specific Members of the
other body.

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. And this Rep-
resentative was quoted a year ago say-
ing this about this balanced budget
amendment, there was going to be such
a scourge on humanity. February 28,
1994: ‘‘In this debate for a balanced
budget amendment, we are being forced
to face the consequences of our inac-
tion. Quite simply, we are building a

legacy of debt for our children and
grandchildren and hamstringing their
ability to address pressing national pri-
orities.’’

And what happened? Does he not care
about children a year later? It does not
make a lot of sense to me.

Another Senator stated a year ago,
this constitutional amendment, no
matter what one thinks of it, will add
to the pressure that we reconcile that
we spend what we raise and that we
begin to assure a better economic fu-
ture with economic growth and hope
and opportunity for our children once
again.
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It seems he changed his mind, too.
Now he is saying the same thing, bring-
ing up this Social Security card.
Frankly, I am getting a little tired of
hearing Democrats come out and say
how they are the protectors of Social
Security, while Republicans want to
steal money from our senior citizens.

Why do we not try to think back a
few years ago in 1993, when their Presi-
dent sent a budget to the floor that in-
creased taxes on Social Security recipi-
ents? How many Republicans voted to
take more money out of senior citi-
zens’ checkbooks? Zero. Zilch. Zip.
Nada. None. How do they sleep at
night? I mean, how hypocritical can
you be to say, ‘‘I want to protect So-
cial Security, so I am going to make
sure that we don’t balance our check-
books. I am going to save senior citi-
zens. These bad Republicans are
against senior citizens.

But he does not tell the rest of the
story. He does not tell the story that it
was the Republicans that stood up for
senior citizens. Every single Repub-
lican in both houses stood up for senior
citizens when the Democratic Presi-
dent, the Democratic House, and the
Democratic Senate was ready to sell
them down the river.

It is a disgrace. It is hypocritical. I
do not know how they sleep at night. I
do not know how the Senator from
California, who stole her election from
the California people by promising to
support the balanced budget amend-
ment and then voted against it and
killed it a few months later, I do not
know how she sleeps at night. And she
will not allow the California people to
have a chance to vote on the balanced
budget amendment, only to make Con-
gress abide by the same laws that mid-
dle-class citizens have had to abide by
for too long.

I am going to be able to sleep at
night. I do not know how they will.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OXLEY). The gallery is admonished
there will be no demonstration.

PARTIES SHOULD AGREE ON
COURSE OF ACTION TO AVOID
ECONOMIC DOWNTURN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the previous order of the House, the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
SAXTON] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, some
months ago, after having been through
the election and after having cam-
paigned to support the provisions of
the Contract With America, I came to
the realization that subsequent to the
policies that have been prevalent dur-
ing this administration that had to do
with tax policy, and then with the Fed
increasing interest rates along with
that tax policy at the same time we
had high taxes, that history would ulti-
mately repeat itself, and that our econ-
omy could not sustain itself with rel-
atively high taxes and with increasing
interest rates. There would come a
time when our economy would turn
down and that things would not be as
this administration and all of us would
like them to be. Perhaps that is not far
away.

I take this special order this after-
noon to just bring light to the fact that
there are clouds on the horizon, and
that we as Republicans and Democrats
need to agree on a course of action to
avoid what could be an economic down-
turn, serious economic downturn.

I picked up the Wall Street Journal
this morning, and as I turned through
the pages and got to page 2, I found
three articles that disturbed me. The
headline on one was ‘‘Consumers Held
Down Spending During January.’’ In
reading that article, it simply said that
consumers were hesitant to spend, as
perhaps they has been at some previous
times recently.

I looked at another article that dis-
turbed me along the same vein that
said ‘‘Retailers See Mildly Disappoint-
ing Sales for February Amid Slowing
Economy.’’ Of course, that headline
speaks for itself. Everyone can under-
stand why we would be disappointed to
see that the economy, as this headline
says, is slowing.

But then I saw a headline that really
disturbed me, because a very important
part of the Contract With America,
things that Republicans and some
Democrats agree on that are part of
the contract, is that we can do some
things here in the House of Representa-
tives that will help to avoid a slow-
down in the economy. And this third
article, which really disturbed me, has
a headline which says, ‘‘Rubin Ques-
tions the Economic Impact of Capital
Gains Tax Cuts, Tax Reform.’’

This is Secretary Rubin, President
Clinton’s Secretary of the Treasury,
and, of course, he is a very important
person when it comes to directing eco-
nomic policy. And that part of this
that disturbed me the most said that
he is being reported to have said ‘‘No
significant tax reform is likely to
emerge from Congress without substan-
tial leadership from the Treasury, and
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